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The Examiner has rejected Claims 1 , 3, 4, 7, 16, 1 8-22, 25, 27, and 38-39 under 35 US.C. 
Ki3(a) as bems/ anlicipatt-d h\ tiie Fuopad FiioN'teuor Suae t\soj\ (kiidc. ics/istored " Wiudx 
2000 hcfeinaftet" Fuepad in \icv\ of^Pain) Ptogsarjmjiny/' b\ Gieni) Bachnusim, fiere}ii<"irie{ 
Bachniaiin, 

dioiip l-riaim^ !. 3, I ~ !(y, IS-::. :.\ 2", n/kJ3<S-j<9 

\\\lh r«5ipect to inclependenl Ciajnis i, 10, and 38, thm Pxaminei has r«hed upon ptigt'i 21-23 
in Firepad U> make a ptk>r art showing t-)!" appellant's ciaimcd technique tor "aliowiny 
orgfini/dtion of the cuiUeni. allousng rotnuUting of the coiuent, (jllousng crcditon ol" a hnk to 
contcnl a!lo\vtng addition oi'tcxi for output on the \>u"e!es^ device, outputttng a preview oi\i 
dispiin scseeu ot'ihe uiieles'^ de\KX\ the piosiew mJudutg both toMua! and giaphie^il i^ontoni 
Mtnultv^neousK , the pre\ie\s JepictiUii how the oitianj/ed and fonnatled texiual and graphical 
content wdl appear oo the dfsplas screen of the wireless device rciatf\ e to each other" (see this 
or siniilai but not tiect-ss^nK identical lanyiiage u\ the independent cUnins) 

AppeNanr respectfuUv asserts Tb.nt the Fxarainer's argument that the I'irep.nd exceq^T discloses the 
Ofi^aniZsUion i>f the contt-ni heint: ' pcrforntcu autonunicalK by the Firc\"icwer of pp 21-23 that 
allocs selection and ^•!t•w!ng of content b\ content t^pe" ts erroneous on se\oial points 

First v.shat is disclosed in Fiiepad at pp 2 ! -23 is not reaiK h/Ioh in^' organization of the content 
Rather, it appears that ic(>ns for the \ aiK>us ccmtcnt items (image, hs pcrie\t d(>cument, video) 
appeal to the left on the Main \ iew hi the images csampie images are indicated b\ a ilanie 
icon to the loft on ihe Maiii \)c\\ Page 2J of Fuepad suggests that the user can select an image 
b\ tapping and releasing the unage nan\e i\oin the Mam \'iew (n the h\ pei text documents 
example, d<.>cuments are mdieated h\ a document icon to the left on the Main N'lew The user 
can .select a document b\ tapping and teleasuig the dooumeni name from iht Ntaiii X'lew, as 
disclosed on page 22 of Hrepad In the \ ideos example. \ idcus are indicafed b\ a docmnent icon 
to the left on the Main Mew Pei page 23 of Fiiepad the u.set caii select a \ ideo bv lapping and 
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rclcastfig thv video iianit_ from iht_ Maiii View Thus, the tcon^ are prcsL'ni on the N!ain Mew, 
bill Appellant has Uet'i) unable lo }inti an\ indianion that 1 iiepad allous anyone or anvibinji to 
oTgani/e The icotis. ouiob ies,s the content Rathe; , n appears that the icons aie uieielv piesetiT to 
rhc left *.if the Main Wvw in n<') pattJCuLir ordt-r and tiiere is ct-rrainix n<.> disch'jsure suui:fsti<.>a 
that the content represented b\ the icons are organized in a manner where sonteone o\ soijjcthtng 
KfiS been ((/hm cd to nrgani/e tbt-in 

Second, the reiecti(.>n appears to insinuate that because a user can \ sew content h\ ccmtcnt ts pc. 
then Fire\'iev\cr must son?ehov\ or^jani/e the content by content type Again, as mentioned 
aho^e. the content is iepiesented l>\ tcons on tiie left of the \iatn \"te\\ Kt) oruani;<'dtion of the 
coiitent i^i ^iuggested 1 he type of coniettt is indicated b\ ihe l\ pe of icon }!u\se\ er, the ntere 
tact that a user can open a document bs selecting a document icon docs not mean that the content 
is oigani/ed in ans paitioulai manner 

rhitd assunntig aigiiendu that f ire\'!e\sei does in fact auuwuritafh uigatif^e the cotitent as 
stated m the lesection, then n cantiot be said ihat fire\'ie\\ei ufloMs oigani/ation of the coment 
as required bv the claim Rather, by autotTsaticallv <.>fganizing the content F i re \' fewer in 
actuaht> would not (dioM- (,)igf!iii/afu)ii ol'the content, it would smiplv do it 

in the i^xaminer's Answer Jitaded 12 15 Zof>(\ the iixarainer has argued that " Firepad teaches a 
s> stem for the displav of content related to a wireless media df \ ice, including a pre\ icw of the 
content substantially as it w ill he \ teu od on the u treiess de^•!Co " Funhei , the Fxaminer has 
aigued that "firepad has been showti to leach perfornnng organisation oi'content ;mtt)inaiicall> 
by the use of the HreMewer of pages 21-2,'>, that allows selection and slewing of content by 
content t>pc in addition, the Examiner has argued that 'the language of the claims do not 
necessitate that <m\ oigani/ation of content be done bs a. uaei ot tliiough user manipulation, and 
matnidins that as the firepad ieference teaches the oigant/atton ^-lf content tbiough the use of the 
cited content icons, organization is inherently "allowed" by the system/ 

Appellatit respectfully disagrees witii the Bx.a.minef''s arguments and asserts that Firepad merely 
discloses that ■' [ijfnages are indicated by a flame icon to the leff ' fPage 21 -- View Images 
,section ). Further, Firepad discloses to ' [tj ap and release the image name from Main View to 
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Y!.^w.il].v^i').]ys<r^ a'iti lo "lUap. avid.hgjd.tji^ K)..S?i.ajPpuy..nienu uitli these eiUries. 

View, Preview., Note. Details. Be^anj, Rename, Delete and iileload is present in downloaded 
imagesr (Page 2 \ ••• View images section), in addition, Pirepad discloses that "'[ijust a,s on the 
main screen view, tapping or tapping and hoiding on an image causes a popup ment.) to appear 
with these entries: Zooni Out, Detaiis, Note, Beanu Book-mark, Delete, and Honie" (Pages 21- 
22 -- View Images .section - emphasi,s added.?. I knvever. the mere disciosure of lapping and 
releasing ati image name to view the image, tapping and hoidin.^ to get a popup menu., and 
tapping or tapping and holding an image to get a popup menu, as in Firepad, simply fails to even 
suggest ■%:ilowi.ns..o.riiani^;a^^^ content" ('emphasis added), as claimed by appellant. 

..'\ppeilani respectfully emphasizes that there is clearly no orga.ni.zati.on taught in the e.xcerpt from 
Pirepad relied on by the E.xafninei\ especiaiiy sitice such excerpt from Fiiepad only teaches 
selectable options (i.e. view, details, etc.) associated with a image 

Fttrther, appellant respecttuily disagrees with the iilxantiner's inherency arguntent that Firepad 
reference teaches the organii^ation of content through the use of the cited contetU icoiis, 
organization is inherently '^allowed" by t!ie system.' in view of the arguments made 
hereinabove, any such inherency argument has been adequately rebutted, and a notice of 
allowance or a specific prior art shcnving of such ciairn features, in combination with the 
remaining claim elenients is respectfully requested. fSee MPBP 2t 12) 

Additionally, in response, appellant asserts that the fact that a certain result or characteristic may 
occur or be present in the prior art is not sutftcient to establish the inherency of that result or 
chaiacteristic. Ifn\^ !UjLiairf,'-U\Ml l.5:>\. 1534. 28 USi>Q2d i95,S 1057 (Fed Cir b».3):////r 
Oelrk lK 66b F.2d 57%.. 581-82, 212 USPO 32,-^, .i2(> (CCP.A 108 U. -^To establish inherency, the 
extrinsic evidence 'must make clear that the missing descriptive matter is necessarily present in 
the thing described in the reference, and that it would be so recognized by persons of ordinaiy 
skill, inherency, however, may not be established by probabilities or possibilities. The mere fact 
that a certain thir\g may result from a giveti set of circumstances is r\ot sutlkietit /// re 
RohcrrsofK 16*^-' F,3d 743, 7-^15. 49t.iSF02d im 1950-51 (Fed Cir. P.K>0). 
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As argued preMousK, dit. section pfFitepad cited in dit. scjcction to an»i.ipate tlie icquitciueut of 
alUnsing iniidtu/.Uum uf content dtscii'^ses Fue\'iev\ct \shf(.K is tesident uu the dc\ice, not uu a 

management screen as claimed. 

In the Examiner's Answer tnailed 12/15/2006, the Examiner iias argued that ''the claim language 
fails 10 nece.ssitaLe the separation of the nuinagement screen from the resident device.'^ Appeilant 
respectfully disagrees and asserts that Firepad merely discloses to "[t Jap and hold the ioiage 
name to get a popup menu with these entries. . . . Preview (see Page 2 1 ) However, <)n!y 
tieneraUy diacloaiiiti pievievving an inuige, as in Firepad. does not specifically suggest 
""displavinu content selected for output on a wiieiess device on..a..mfma^^^^ wherein 
the content is displayed substantially as ii yvijj.be dispjayexl o (eoiphasis 
added), as ciaimed by appellant. Clearly, only generally teaching previewing an image on a 
handheld device screen, as in Firepad, fails to suggest substaiUially displaying content "'as it will 
be fUsplayed on the wireiess device ," let alone any sott of " organization of the conteru" 
(emphasis added), in the tnanner as claimed by appeNant, (jiven such emphasized conte.xt, the 
claimed management screen is ciearly separate from the wireless device. 

As fuTtiK! aTgued preMousK noxshoTt. does Fncpad oj Fkiclimann teach i1t sitggest that iince 
someone ui s{)n)Lthtng is ^/Ant ^'J to oigani/e the content the contenf as < ^f^jtihiz^'J is shovsn an a 
pie\iew of a displa\ screen of the desice 

in the Fvamtner's Ansvxet nuided 12 1^ 200o, the Lxannnet has argued that 'the Fuopad 
icieience leaches the otgam^afion oi content flnough the use oi the cited content icons [<nid thaij 
organ] /an on is mheientlv allov-sed ' bv the svstem I he ! Aamsner has fuithei asgued that 
'Fiicpad has been shown to reach the dispias of a picview ot the organized content on a dispias 
sc-iecn of the de\ice at page 12 [excetptcd belou J, and notes that the Palm OS Finulatoi (POSF) 
as taught b\ Bachmann cs.senualh \sireiess dc\ ice pi c\ lew st)ft\sdre' 
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.-\ppe!lafU respeclfuliy disagiees with tlie Exaniine^r's art/umenls and dSscUs thd\ } uepad incteh 
tiischxse^Thfit "FireC^onverter is tUe desktop prograoi that con v ens images tu'm popuUu 
<j;rophicatbnnais(JPF.O. GIF, T\PF, BMP and PNG) io FireMewer images oiul W 1 and MO\ 
itifs into Fire\"tewer \ ideos" ( Page i \ ■■■ Using FireConx erter sectioii empiwhKs dddeU) 
rufiher., Firepad discloses to "[cjheck the preview box lo \ee what ihe con\f){cd ima.ixc \m\{ look 
ii ke ' (Payt: i > ( \ni^ ert Image section) and that the | p |ies iew represents I'alni dc\ see sciccn 
si/i," f Pdgc 1 2 ~ Fue L onvfilei" image seclioii ~ emphasis added), in aJdiUoii Bachmann 
d}seh>ses thdt ' ^tjhe Pa!m OS Hmulator. or POSi prvAfdes an emulation o} the Palm ()s on 
both Windows and Xiaesntosh piatlbnns" (liachmann Page 3$ ■■ The Palin OS Emulator 
sectKni) 



liuwc'' CI, tlie mcit_ diselosure that FiieCoiix ertet eon', uis iatgc images tiom populdf gsaphics 
formais to ! ffe\ teuct nnages and a pies ieu bo\ to see \sha( eon\ etted images \vd! look hke an 
a Paim dc\ice scicen S5^e as in i'Siepad, sitnpix fads to en suggest \ii)owuigofgani/4tion of 
the ctwtcnt " uhejc the ' eontcm [js| selected t<.>[ output on a uneit'Ss uoac' and a ^pjcvjeu 
depictujg hou the oigantxed and fonnatted textual and graphaal content wdl appeat on the 
dtspSas seseen ol'the wneless de\ice |ts ouipuif (enjphasis added) m the context claimed b\ 
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appclldiU { lt.dfK Louxeftinii an snuige fiom one fpriudt to .inothci, as in FitcpfUi failb to 
suiigest \}!!ou)ni^{)Tgani/.Uum ufthe coDienf (emphasis added) ascLuiuedb\ appelLuil in 
.KKiUion dispLnuiu a ooineUcd ioiagc using the I'Osi- soiiwaie of Baohmann hUW f<nis to 
SLigucsr ".•jli!n\inu,<-){ii,>sni?.un')n vif the contcnr' fanpliasis added) in the ctwtcxt as claimed 
appenant. 

f uftheu tn lesponse to the I'\amtnei s juheienos ajgument, airatn, appellant jespectfidls 
diMgiees and assort* tliat ui siew of the aiuumcnis made liciemabosc, am »uch inbcicncs 
argument has been adeqiiately rebutted. 

Finally, evefi if Bachmatvn's preview capabiihies were added to Firepad, the coiwbit-tation would 
stili not meet the daims because hre\ lewer is unable to depict organized and formatted tex'tuai 
and gidphii-aJ c-ontcni hnnuN mcousls on ont_ setecn 

in the Ad\isoi\ \ction uiaded 04 I*"' 2W(\ the i vunuiei aigued that M nepad p 22 discloses 
' the options to chanuc the uriauc s cateuoi\ and set the unage as pns ate, as well as jcnamuig a 
h\ pertcxt JiKument ' I he I xaminer c<:intmued to argue that ' [tjhese actions are oigani?at!onai 
actions, and theieioic alKiu Fiiepad useis tii ofgani/e content ~ Hov\e\ei appellant Tt.spectlu!K 
a'^seits tlidt the ■ opfions to change the image's cdtegotv and set the image as pns ate" Uieteh 
lefer to the image details \ iiepad discloses on page 22 that |t]he Image Details dialog bo\ 
presents fnibrmatK'n about the image such as ihe W idth, Hemht Size and 1 \pc " Appellant 
asset ts tluit meiek setting sui.h image details simph tails to suggest the technique tot ' alUwmg 
oiii.aii/'ation of the content (emphasis added), as claimed hs appellant 

In the bxaminefs Knswci ntailed 12 l*^ ^oOo, the tsaminci has aigucd diat 'the aigued 
limitation "dHovMiig oigani/atioi) of liie content ' is faiih bioad m scope and open to the 
reasonable intetpietation of the e\ammei. \%ho mamtains that changes in content t1ags or uuage 
parameters are organizational actions.' 

Appellant resnectfuils disagites and asserts that Fuepad mereh discloses that 'TiioL on\ etttr ts 
the desktop puigram that conveHs lat^e ima^ies fioin popular jiiaphics founats (lpj:<i CAV 
1 Iht', BMP and P\(t) lo f-ite\ tenei imag es (Page 1 1 I sing l-ireConsettei section 
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cniphfisfs added) Fuftlici fiTepdU disclosch io ' 1 1 jiicludc <m\ notes \ ou v\ anl \\ uh \ our image m 
the note bo\ as [fjhese imtcs cm iound in ibc details uhen \ iLVsiuii an imaiic in 
j U(,\ icwei (Page ( Gin eii hnaiie .section enipbasis added) fl<mesef ihc niea 
diSvk>suic that Fnt-f Vn\ citt-j Cvuncits lame images Uom populai uraphics fo! mats to I mc\ leuet 
iniat/cs, and that notes tn the note box are found tn the doyds uhcn \teutng an tnuige in 
I ire\ tewes as in ! nepad .sinipK iail.s to e\en Miggest allowing oi gani/alion of the coiitciU ' 
(einphasis added) as claiineti bv appellant ( leads notes foumi in details \shile s ie\sing images, 
UvS HI Fiicpad, sjmpH tajb to .suyucst ' allow utg oiganizatioii of the content (emphai>ivS added), a» 
danned bv appellant. 

I uithei in the XdM'iois Vction mailed 04 h> 200(x the i \umincT aiyued that' tiicpad teachc? 
the abilux to coa\ ett hs pertext documents, whicit are nottnitatsh \\ ell-known ni the att t<.> 
include both graplneat and textual mfornidtton " Appetidnt respeclfulls disigtce^ wuh this 
a'^scitnm, espceialh m sieu ot the specific context iifappelldnt clami lansiUdsiL Fu'^t m the 
Oftlce \ctu>u mailed Ui iO 200(\ the IXammef adnutted that ' 1 uepad fad.s to cxphcitK teach a 
pTc'> }e\s inciudinu both icxtua! and guiphieal content siniuUaneousK ihc pie\ie\\ depictuii; how 
The vifgani^cd and toi matted textual and giaphical content will appeal m the screen <.>f tiie 
VMieiess dcvite n.lati\ e to each othei " Fuf tbet appellant agn.et> that the cited exct-ipts fiojii the 
I ifepad teieience simpls fdil to e\ en suggest d pies ie\s jnciudint> both tevtual and titaphscai 
content i>imidt,:tne<>usH H'nip^"''^=''*> 'Uidtd), ai> claimed bs apptliant 

in addition, pages iR-i>> iioni Bacbinann nteicK disclose the Pahn O's f t)niUu<n, POST 
appellant lespeLiiulK as.seit.s that P{>Si allows U)i enuilation of the Pdhn OS .so\ou tan iun 
test, and debuir sotit application ssithoiit downloading it to a Palm device Ilowesei emulating 
the Palm OS ROM with t'OSfc simpK fads to even .suggest' a piesius ineludinu both textual and 
gtaphicd.1 content siniultaneouslj (emphasis added), as claimed bs appellant 

in the f xammei s \nswei mailed 12 1s 2W{^ the i xanimei has aigued that the abose usseitum 
that the I*alm i)'^ t-naiiatot (POst ) as tauuiit In Baciimann is esscntialK wireless dexice piexicss 
t.o{t\\aie' and "[ajs Palm OS ib well-known to include giapbical iniai'es Ruh as apphcauon 
i(.4ms and then telated texlua! labels, Bachmaim must i^ach d piesiew including both textual and 
gtaphicai vonteiu snnultaneousls 
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Xppellanf icspt'ctUtlh disjsiiLcs and dsscus ihdt BiKhnidDi) ojereK discloses that [tjhe PaUn OS 
LuuilatoT, oi Ft >S( pio\ ides an t-ouilatum of the Palm OS Oii both V\ ukUnss and Macintosh 
pSattorms" dnd that ' \ i]o ilsc POSb sou need a ROM just iikt- the sical Pa!m deuce nct*ds a 
ROM {Page 8 The Pain? OS Hnuhitot sootiou empiuisis added) Hovxcxct a Palm OS 
LDUilatnr that needs a ROM jusi like thi. phs sical Pdim dex K-e tu pto\ uic m eiuulalion ot the 
Palm OS, as m Bachniaun, .sunpK fad.s tu esen suui^est ' a pie\ie\s juLiudtnu both te\tuai and 
graphical contcni sinuiitancously ' (entphaws added), m ihc mannci a^s daimcd b\ appellant 
rmihej, an cnuilatioii of the Palm OS as in Baehinann siniplx tails to suiigest " a p!c\icv\ ol'a 
dtspiav scjeeu, ~ tn the manner as cldtmed b\ appelhnit 

in estabiish a pnnm ftKie case <.>f ob\ lousness, dttec basic crucna must be met hirst there must 
be some suggestion uf motnation either m the lOefeui-cs theniscKes uf m the kno\sk'dge 
geiiLialh a\ai!abie to one ofuidmau skill m the ar; to modiis thi. iefetencc oj to combine 
leiefence teachiny,s Second, theie must be a leasonabk- expectation ufsiKCess Final i\ , the pnor 
ait tefeience (ot iefeiences ^\ht■n comhmed) must teach ot suutiest a!l the ck^sm limitations Ihc 
teaching oj suggestion to make the ciamied combmatnut and the reasonable e\peetatf!">n of 
su4.t.esi, tiuist both he found m the pnoi art and not based iin appellant's diiiciosme //? /<• 
I acck ^)47 k 2d 488 20 I SPQ2d 141S ( \ ed On 1 09 \ ) 

\ppe!ldJn icspt-ctfuHx asserts dial at least the thitd eifineni of the/^//wc/ kfc/c cast- of 
ob^!nust)css has not been met, since the prj^r ati icfetences \shen combined, fail to teach oi 

suggest all of the claim limitations, as noted above. 

Issue # 2: 

The Hxaminer has rejected Ciaiiiis 2. 28-29., 32. 34-35, and 40 under 35 U.S.O. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable of I'irepad in view of Bachmann, in further view of Manin, Jr. et al. (U.S. Patent 
No. 6,610,105), hereinafter Manin. 

Group v ./; Ckiims 2S~2<), 32. 34~3,\ ana 40 
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Widi respect to indepefidein Ciaims 28 and 40. the claims include iiniitatiofis similar {but not 
necessarily idenUcai) to those of C^laini i argued in issue # L <jroup #!. Accordingly, tiaims 2S 
and 40 are deemed aliowable at least for sioiiiar reasons. 

Further, appellant respeciSliHy asserts that pages i 5-16 in Ftrepad disclose only providing web 
archive support. As noted there, web pages are prepared for storage on the device itseif and nvust 
be stored on the device prior to selection of the link, j-iowever, appellant asserts that the excerpts 
from Firepad relied upon by the Examiner simply fail to suggest a technique '-wherein selection 
pj^on.e A>lifli.e causes addiiigj?aj..cgjitMil..tQ..b^^^ 

.V^:iv.^l^.^?.^...dv^vl^^e. fiom a i-emote data source and output on the wireless device"' (emphasis added), 
as clai.ttied by appellant. 

In addition Fuepad fuitbei tads to teach oi suL,gest a technujut. "uhefcm the uses is dhoued to 
access the vseb seaicb set vice itom the \>ucless desicc ' as e! dinted b\ .ippeHant 

in the rxanunci s Answei n\ailed 12 l"^ 20tto die ! xamiriei has aiuued that' the iejeetKm of 
claim 2S acknoxsiedjics the dctlc!cnc\ of I nepad and Bachmann m thfs atea tuniinu to the 
Mattm fcfetence for such a teachuig,'' tbat \is C5ted abiivt., the nasigation of the lntt.Tnt. t aiious 
for ibc di^cessiun of a muluiude oi seaich seuices {^ ahoo' (ioogk efc ) [and (hatj it is mlieicnt 
that such nas igation aNox\s toi the usei to access a web seaich sei-s tee on the wneless des tee ' 

\ppellant respoctfuiU disagiees atid asserts that { o! 2, hnes 47-'^t), and Co! IJineOi ( 
line 8 ui \j<!itin njeiels (hschKse iCceiMng a lequest ioi Ihe web page funn a lequestor 
detci tnininu de\ ice chaiaeteu^tses of a mobile device used bs tht requestor ictnex ing incnu 
mfofmation based on iht. de\ see chaiactettsttcs of the mobile de\ icc used b\ iht. sequestei 
ptoducing t!ie nastgatioii aid based on t!ie nienu mibimation, iht. nasigation atd being in a fomjat 
suitable for the mobile dexice .jnd t\MV\aid!nji the web page mJuduig; the n.jsigation aid to the 
requester" (e.niphasis added). 

Houexet leoeiMug a request i\>! a wtb pai?e ftom a jequesioi and loiuatdm^. iht ueb page 
inchidmg a navigation aid to the ie(.(aestoi as m Mattin suupls fads io even suggest a te(.hnique 
' \shefeni strlection of one of the links oii the wueiess des ice causes aikhtiona! content to be 
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(j<n\nloadc<i to tlie \sHdcss dc\ see fiom a icniote data source and PiU|UU on the uiiclc^s dc\ ice ~ 
(emphasis added) as (.Luiut'J b\ appellaiU CIl.uIs funsarding d na\ igdtion aid v\ilh tb^ web 
paiit; aftci tht lequest, as in \tait5u, sunp)\ faihs to suggest that 'a stk-ctiou of Oiie of the iinks on 
rhc \\iic!fs.s Jc\ itc taust'S additumal C!>ntcm to bt- ut'jutiloadfd to the \sffclcs.s Jc\ ite" tcniphasis 
added), tn the nianut-t as ciatnu-d h\ appellant 

f urtheu appeSlant lesptfLifuSK Uisayiees wjth the ^'sannuei s aiirumeiu thai 'the naMiratson of 
the Internet aikass foi the acccs.sn>n ot a muhitude of search i>emecs ("^ ahoo' Ooogle, etc ), 
[diidj u IS inherent tluit such n,u igation allous tot tht- usci to aect-ss a \seb ist-aich icrstct- on the 
v\ue!ess deace ' Appeilant tespccUuIK asserts thai Mdrtui diseh^ses a niobiie navigation 
nietaphoi is pros idcd to n leld sundai na^ igation e\penenccs on both mobile desices and 
pc'istwal ctwipiiteis" and that ^ a centtal content server is able to letuiu lequcsted content to 
icqncsteis ni a for mat suitable tot the! t dcMCc" tTol 2, hnes ^8-42) Nfoico\ct appctidnt 
it"^pectiai!s potnt'^ out that the ojobile navigation ntetapboi in Mattnt ts nteieis ' an imdiiL 
lepiest-ntation of a displav scteen of a tnobdc de\ice Sines 2^'-3 \ ) (lowe^ei the tnobdc 

na\ igatton mt*taph<.>[ and a cential e<.>!itcnt sen a as Jjscioscu m Mattsn, fail to suggesr a sptxitlc 
teehnujiie "wherein the usei is allowed to access ihe web seaii.h seiuce ftom the witeless 
device," as claimed by appellant 

in V teu of the artiuments made beret nabos e, anv such niherencv argument has been adequate! v 
tehuited. and a notice {.>f allowance oi a speciilc prtoi art showing of sucii claim features, in 
combination with the femaitiing chiini clentetits is lespoctfiitK requested {See MPFP 21 i2} 

Agatn, appellant re'^pectfulls ti'^seris thtit at least the third element of the fifcie case of 
(ibviousncss has not been met, since the prioi art refer ences, when combined, fail to reach or 
suggest all oiUlie cUiinj limitations. noted <ibo\e 

Grmgy #2: Ckwn 2 

With respect to dependent Claim 2, the Examiner has relied upon Fig. 3A, and Col. 8, lines 17- 
26 in Marti.n to .make a prior art showing of appellant's ciai.med techtiique "wherei.n the cotiterrt 
is first aggregated itt a habitat having views, each of the views having at least one window' 



NViDP376/F002188 



! i of 1 7 



asiOCidtcd ihea'\sith whciciu a usci !s alkmcd to dctlne a mimbet of usnduus associfUed ujtli a 
paitiLuiai MOW and at k'd'^t a poition oi'tiiL conk'iit assiiCuHt'd wiib ejcb \it'\s vsheiLUi ejcb 
Mtns of ihc babuat fcpfcseni^. conttnt To be titsplaxcd in a paftKulaj \!f\v on tht wut-lcss 

device." 

Appellant respectfully asserts that the Figure and excerpt from Martin disclose that " the iniage 
A't^SA't^seiiiaiion associated with the.iiiobiie.iitivigM^^ J'C'l'lects t^nou^ijh.of the 

of what is depicted on tlie display screen of the nnjbiie device so that a user is provided with a 
similar iiavigaiion experience regardless of whether using the PC or the mobile device"' 
(eniphasts added). However, merely representing enough of the deifnis simply fails to disclose a 
technique "wherein each view of the habitat represents content to be dis^^^^^^ 
view on the wireless device " (emphasis added), as claimed by appellant. 

In the Bxanuners Answer mailed !2-'l.'>-'2006, the Bxantiner has argued that 'the linuiatton "at 
least a portion of the content associated with each view" is present in claim 2' and [tjlierefore, 
the views of Martin need not disclose the display of all rt-levant content, and the examiner 
maintains that '"enough of the details" as taught by Martin is aruilogous to ''at least of portion of 
the conteru" as claimed, and would sen e to re|.ne,sent the content to be dis|.)!ayed in a particular 
view. ' 

Appt'llant respectfully disagrees and asserts that Co! S, lint*s 17-26, and Figure 3 in Martin 
relied upon by the Exannner merely teaches that "the mobile navigation nietaphor 302 should 
provide a sufficiently similar impiession to a user of the niobiie device" wheie ''the image 
representation asstK'iated with the mobile navigation metaphor K)2 reflects enough of the details 
of what is depicted on the display screen of the mobile device so that a user is provided with a 
sindlar navigation expeiience regardless of whether using the PC or the niobile device" (Col 8. 
lines 38-45 ■■■ emphasis added). 

However, the mere disclosure that the image representation reflects enough of the details of what 
is .depicted.on..d^^^^^^ as in Maitiu, siTuply fails to even SLtggest 

a teclujique "wherein a..usM.j.:'?..f.d.l.Q.yv.ed.to d^^ a number or\sindows associated with a 
particular view and at least a portion of the content associated with each view , t herein each 
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\ icw of tlie hfibitdt Tepresi-nt^ cuiUcnt lo be displayed in a panioular \!cw on the wia'lt.i>^ 
devfCfc ' {empKasis addt'd), in ihe inannet as claimed by appt'ilant tleailx , a nav tgation 
mt-taphoi TeOt-ot5Ug eikutiih of the deiads of what !.idt:pic!;aLQ£.t].\^r..d^^^ of the mobile 

df\ice, a.s in Maain, fails to e\cn suggest that ' cacii \ icw of tht* habitat a*pa*sents c<.>ntcnt to hf 
displayed jn a parttoulai \ ieu on the \siidos6 dc\ toe" (oniphasis added!, in the manner as 
claimed by appellanl 

■Auam, appellant respectfulH asscns that at ieai>t the third element of the fnvfe case of 
oMioiisiicss has not been met, since the prior art seferences \shen combined, fail to teach os 
suggeNi all of the chnni linutaisons <is nt)ted <)b(ne 

Issue #3: 

The Examiner has rejected Claims 5-6, 8, 14- LS, 17, 23-24, 26, 30-3 i, and 33 under 35 U.S.C 
1.03(a) as being unpaterrtable overFirepad, in view of Shinbori (IJ.S. Patent No. 4,661,000), 

Gmiip^il: aams5~6, 8, 14- J 5, 17, 23-24, ami 26 

Appellant respect&Siy asserts that such claims are not met by the prior art for at least the reasons 
argued with respect to Issue #1 , Group #1 . 

.4gain, appellant respectfully asserts that at least the third element of the prima facie case of 
obviousness has not been met, since the prior art references, when cornbined, fail to teach or 
suggest all of the claim Hmkatkins, as noted above. 

Group il2: Ciaims 30-3 1, and 33 

Appellant respectfuily asserts that such claims a.f-e not met by the p.rior art^ for at least the reasons 
argued with respect to Issue #2, Group #1. 
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Agani, appeliain a'Spet-lfullx asscit^ thai <i\ Icasi llie Uiitd cJemcni i^^fihc pnimi fat u- cvise of 
ob\ioasness has nui Uetji! met Mncf (he puot ait iefeiencc'^, ulicn coniUiut'J fail tu k'dch oi 
Mii;ut-st aN ot die cLmn iiuiUaTums, as noted .U>o\f 

|ss»e..#.4; 

11ie Examiner has rejected CSaims 36-37 under 35 IJ.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Firepad. 

GroKp #7; Ciaims 36-37 

With respect to independent Claim ib. the Examiner has argued ^ that it would have been 
obvious ... lo include a navigation tree for svvitcfiing between views."' .AppeilaiU respectfuOy 
asserts tKat the excerpts tVom Firepad simply fail lo disclose a technique for \a!j owing jinyng 
from one window in one view to another window in another view usiny^ the navigation tree ,'" as 
claimed by appellant. 

]n the Esaniiner's Answer mailed 12/15/2006, the Examiner has agreed that ""Firepad is 
admittedly deficient in this area," and "has instead relied upon notoriously well-known 
teachings, such as Microsoft Explorer, to provide the missing limitations,"' 

It appears that the Examiner has attempted to combine the teachings of Microsoft Explorer with 
that of Firepad to meet appellant's claims. 

i~iist. It IS noted that the bxaminei has never c(>mphed uidt appellant s ret|Liesi for a specific 
puot art shoutng NhcJosolH vpioKi gcncialK speikin;^ has nuincJOUb s etsions sonit. of 
which pre- ot (x>st-daie appdhmt s ci fee t!\ c date Ihus \%!th()utans specific showing of ihe 
MiCHisoft i xploiCi" on which the I xannnei jsTcKing an\ lesuitinii rejectum is unsustainabk 

Second, it is noted that the Examiner fails to cite specific motivation in the above references to 
support the case for conjbining the same. The Examiner is reminded that the Federal Circuit 
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tequiics thfU ihea' nuts{ be bomc logical ftvison appdteiit the cNidcnct. pffecoid ihat uouUi 
jtislfh tl)c (.liUibiidlfon 4)T inodificdtion oi iffucnces In tc Reiid IS-S L'SPO n2 {( t P \ 1^7"!) 

Most importantly, assuming argmmh that there was a moti vation to combine tlie teachings of 
st>mo pjopei xt'ision ^rNlKtosotl Fxpioift VMth Ftjepad, appeiUnu tLSpt'Ctfulh iissoustlKit 
mcteh disciusmg the LXistcnce of naugatiuii tret'S (as alkycd bs thf bvaujuK-t) smiph faiK to 
list; to the lesel ufspecitlcdv of appeSlaut soSauned 'allo\vuig.lujkuj,i; fiotii one \sindo\\ in one 
Mew t(> another window in aiK>tbci Mew lusing the na\rsiation ticc' K'!npbasii> added) as elaimed 

\.<i<)in appellant jespeeitiili\ asseits that at led.si the tbtid eierneni of the/'; /wt /e case oi 
ohs ioysiie^is has not bt-en met suKe the piior iefeit-necs, \shcn eumbtned fail lo teach oi 
sUfigest all of the claim Innnations, a.s noted ahtne 

Issue 5: 

'1 he i xaniiOfi has rejected ( lanns 41-44 under I S C 10 H'l) ^^'^ besnu unpatentabie o\ t-i 

f-irepad, m oi Bachmann in Mew of Maitin in tuftherxicw of Macs etal (I Patent \o 
6,016,476), hereinafter Maes. 

Gnmp #7; Ckmns 4 J -42 

Appellant respeetfu!K assetts that siicb elatnt;> art- not met b\ the pnoi ait foi at least the it-asnijs 
aigued Willi lespect \o K.sue -2, (innip --1 

Again, appellant rcspectfulK assents that at least the thuxl element of the f^^L/i' case of 
obsiousncss has not been met. i>ince t!ie piioi ait Jcfeiencea, wlsen cornbnied fail to teach oj 
suggest ajj oi ibe eiann lunuations, as n^neJ abo\e 

Group #2: Ciaims 43-44 

Appellant respectfully asserts that such claims are not met by the prior art for at least the reasons 
argued with respect to Issue #1, Group #1. 
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Again, appellant respectfully asserts that at least the third element oi'' the prima facie case of 
obviousness has not been met. since the prior art references, when combined, fail to teach or 
suggest Ml of the claim limitations, as noted above. 

In view of the remarks set forth hereinabove, al! of the iiKlepeTKlerrt claims are deemed 
allowable, along with any claims depending therefrom. 
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hi the L'\ent <i tclcphotu' cum er nation \sould cxpcciiie tht. pro^cciuiou of this appiicdtion. {he 
r.\an!ii!£;r may reach the undersigned ai (408) 071-2573 For pa>n!£;i!t ol' tmy adduionai W^e'i due 
in connecTion with the fding of this papt-r, the Conimissioner is authorised to chiirge hucb tee.s to 
Deposit Aceoum No tOfdei No NN IDl^vO) 



Respectful ly submitted, 

g^, /KEVINZILKA/ February 14. 2007 



Kevin J. Zilka 
Reg. No. 41,42^'> 

Zilka-Komb PC. 

PC) Box?2n:o 

San Jose, California 95 \ 72-1 120 
Telephone. (40S} 971 -257? 
Facsimile: {40S) 971-4600 
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